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consult Sir Edward Grey again, and learned that England
had no intention of approving a Russian guarantee of "the
status quo of the Straits and the territories adjacent,"
which went far beyond Izvolski's proposal of 1908. Grey
gave Russia "a dilatory reply." He approved the non-
committal reply which de Selves proposed to make ver-
bally to M. Izvolski as "very wise and conceived in the
same spirit of courtesy and prudence as that which he
[Grey] has made to the Russian Ambassador."124 De
Selves therefore avoided committing himself to Izvolskl
In explaining to Neratov his failure to "nail France down/'
Izvolski several times laid it to M. de Selves7 "unfortunate
ignorance" and his preoccupation in defending the Mo-
roccan Agreement against attacks in the Chamber of
Deputies.125 Perhaps- M. de Selves was wiser than M.
Izvolski supposed.
Fortunately for France, M. de Selves was able to hand
over to M. Georges Louis the delicate task of framing an
answer to Izvolski's letter of November 4. M. Louis had
been French Ambassador to St. Petersburg, but at this
moment was temporarily filling a vacancy in the French
Foreign Office.
Thoroughly acquainted by experience with the question
and with M. Izvolski's shifty methods, M. Louis cautiously
raised objections to the looseness of the phrase concerning
Russia's "liberty of action in the Straits." M. Izvolski
made elaborate explanations, and was willing to change it,
After long discussions M. Louis drew up a polite but non-
committal formula, which formed the basis of the answer
which M. de Selves finally handed to M. Izvolski on Janu-
ary 4,1912:
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